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Interdiscursive Revitalization of the Red Plague 
Metaphor in Archbishop Jędraszewski’s 2019 
Sermon: A Critical Analysis
Abstract
The	paper	aims	at	demonstrating	the	creative	perlocutionary	potential	of	interdiscursive	
production and interpretation of conceptual metaphor used in socio-political persua-
sion,	simultaneously	interpreted	as	mental	phenomenon	and	discursive	practice	that	is	
historically entrenched and highly ideological. 
The	 Critical	 Metaphor	 Analysis	 model	 is	 used	 to	 investigate	 the	 interdiscursive	
application	 of	 two	 PLAGUE	metaphors	 (COMMUNISM	 IS	 A  PLAGUE	 and	 LGBT	 IS	
A  PLAGUE)	 as	 an	 example	 of	 deliberate	 transcending	 of	 genre	 boundaries	 in	 the	 in-
creasingly	 intertextual	 and	 interdiscursive	world	of	 both	 socio-political	 and	 religious	
discourses.	The	empirical	part	provides	a qualitative	study	of	the	historical	background,	
structure	and	persuasive	effects	of	the	rainbow plague metaphor	(Pol.	tęczowa zaraza),	
publicly	used	by	 the	Archbishop	of	Cracow,	Marek	 Jędraszewski,	 in	 reference	 to	 the	
LGBT	community	in	Poland,	conducted	in	relation	to	the	original	text	on	which	it	draws,	











analizowane	 są	 zagadnienia	 interdyskursywności	 i  intertekstualności	 w  Krytycznej	
Analizie	 Dyskursu.	 Część	 empiryczna	 zawiera	 przeprowadzone	 na	 podstwie	 modelu	
Krytycznej	Analizy	Metafory	 jakościowe	studium	struktury	 i  efektów	perswazyjnych	
metafory tęczowej zarazy,	publicznie	użytej	przez	arcybiskupa	Marka	Jędraszewskiego	
w  odniesieniu	 do	 środowiska	 LGBT	w Polsce,	 będącej	 przykładem	 świadomego	 prze-
kraczania	granic	gatunkowych	w komunikacji	społeczno-politycznej	i religijnej.	W od-
niesieniu	 do	 oryginalnego	 tekstu,	 z  którego	 czerpie	 określenie	 wykorzystane	 przez	
arcy	biskupa	krakowskiego	w jego	kontrowersyjnym	kazaniu,	a mianowicie	bardziej	za-








Critical	 Discourse	 Analysis	 (CDA)	 investigates	 discourses	 spanning	 the	
fields	 of	 politics,	 religion,	 economy,	 education,	 entertainment,	media	 and	
promotional	culture	and,	as	a programmatically	interdisciplinary	model,	it	
is	often	used	by	specialists	 from	different	fields	 in	 their	heterogeneous	re-
search	 areas.	 In	 its	 current	 state,	 it	 offers	 an	 integrated	multidisciplinary	
model	in	which	discursive	factors	are	studied	in	relation	to	those	that	are	











count of linguistic forms per se, the multimodal approach does not suggest 
that	the	importance	of	verbal	communication	is	being	downplayed.	On	the	
contrary, it is principally language that performs the function of persuad-
ing the audience and arousing their emotional response, and for this reason 
critical	discourse	analysts	predominantly	concentrate	on	verbal	forms	of	dis-
course and methodically scrutinise the interdependence between language 
and	social	structure.	For	instance,	Fairclough	(1989:	14–15)	explains	his	view	
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of	this	unitary	system	in	the	following	manner:	“(…)	language	connects	with	
the social through being the primary domain of ideology, and through being 
a site	of,	and	a stake	in,	struggles	of	power.”	
Consistent	 with	 the	 premises	 of	 CDA,	 the	 investigation	 of	 discursive	
practices	cannot	be	reduced	to	the	analysis	of	linguistic	forms,	not	even	to	
the analysis of the relation between linguistic forms and resulting actions. 
On	the	contrary,	discursive	practices	should	be	studied	in	the	wider	socio-
political	and	cultural	context	of	use.	Consequently,	considering	both	 local	
as	well	 as	 global	 socio-cultural	 contexts	 of	 production	 and	 interpretation	




that	 basically	 brings	 together	mind,	 discourse,	 and	 socio-cultural	 context.	 
It	 is	 defined	 as	 an	 “integration	 of	 cognitive,	 semantic	 and	 pragmatic	 ap-
proaches	that	is	based	on	corpus	evidence”	(Charteris-Black	2004:	13).	
Technically,	the	model	consists	of	three	steps:	description,	interpretation,	
and	explanation,	which	are	argued	 “to	work	 in	a  complementary	 fashion,	
with	each	step	motivating	the	next	one”	(Maalej	2007:	152).	At	the	descrip-
tion	stage	the	metaphor	analyst	“seeks	to	discover	a potential	frame,	explic-
it or implicit, to which metaphoric processing and/or processing metaphor 
are	applied	in	view	of	writing	the	conceptual	metaphors	behind	discourse”	
(Maalej	2007:	152).	Interpretation	consists	of	spelling	out	the	elements	of	the	
mapping	 (involving	 two	 types	 of	 governing	 correspondences:	 	ontological	











Lakoff	2009;	Maalej	 2007,	 2011;	Mio	 1997;	Musolff	 2004,	 2010,	 2014,	 2019;	 
Perrez	et	al.	2019;	van	Teeffelen	1994;	Zinken	2003).	The	CMA	approach	most	
usefully takes into consideration the issue of intentionality as ingrained in 
the use of metaphors in political communication. Essentially, socio-political 
discourse participants frame social transformation acts by means of met-




ing and polarisation, consistent with one of the most common strategies of 
“ideological	control	 in	discourse,”	widely-known	as	 the	 ‘ideological	 square’	
(van	 Dijk	 1998).	 The	 ingroup-outgroup polarisation,	 which	 serves	 to	 self-	
represent the ingroup, organise its social practices and promote the interests 
of	its	members	vis-à-vis	other	social	groups,	is	one	of	the	fundamental	un-
derpinnings	of	different	ideologies	(van	Dijk	2006,	2011).	





ments may come to the fore, dominating all reasoning and argumentation. 









automatic access to conceptual domains and cross-domain mappings and 
they	should	be	studied	as	both	a cognitive	phenomenon,	resulting	from	bod-
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within	a particular	discourse	over	a certain	period	of	time.”	The	researches	
focus on both diachronic as well as synchronic aspects of discourse meta-
phors	to	demonstrate	that	“the	meanings	of	discourse	metaphors	coevolve	















aspects of the same or related metaphor in reference to the same object. Dis-
course	metaphors	are	a function	of	pragmatic	preferences	of	social	actors,	
who	deliberately	use	particular	metaphors	to	frame	topics	in	a way	that	is	
beneficial	 for	 them.	 Such	 “made-to-order”	metaphors	 are	 obviously	more	
than	 the	sum	of	 the	elements	of	 the	mapping	−  they	are	unique	and	first	
and	foremost	adapted	to	a discursive	context.	Because	CDA	examines	the	






sidered by some to be consistent with historical facts, while for others at 













Consistent	with	 the	premises	 of	 the	Career	 of	Metaphor	Theory	 (Bowdle	 
and	 Gentner	 2005),	 a  shift	 in	 the	 mode	 of	 processing	 takes	 place	 when	 












drift	 that	 changes	 the	 dominant	meaning	 of	 a  conventional	metaphor	 ex-





cal conceptual changes, deliberate metaphors may also strengthen and de-
velop	existing	conceptualisations,	especially	when	they	are	highly	conven-
tional	in	a particular	discursive	context.	Steen	et	al.	(2017:	2862)	observe	that	 
“[w]hen	 a  specific	 concept	 is	 repeatedly	 used	 figuratively,	 people	 become	










responses	 to	 a  communicated	message	 (Steen	 et	 al.	 2017:	 2863).	Through	
the	way	they	are	communicated,	deliberate	metaphors	aim	at,	“shift(ing)	the	
perspective	of	 the	addressee	 from	the	 local	 topic	of	a message	 to	another	
conceptual	domain	 from	which	 that	 local	 topic	 is	 to	be	re-viewed”	 (Steen	
2008:	224).	




2002;	Lakoff	1993;	Lakoff	and	Turner	1989).	However,	rainbow plague is not 
an	 instance	 of	 poetic	 language  –	 it	 is	 not	 an	 “elaboration”	 or	 “extension”	
of	the	conventional	metaphor	in	the	sense	proposed	by	Lakoff	and	Turner	
(1989),	who	claim	that	elaboration	and	extension	are	characteristic	of	meta-
phors created in literary works, mainly in poetry, and are used for artistic, 
often	purely	aesthetic	purposes.	It	is	an	example	of	an	expression	used	de-
liberately	 in	a  specific	communication	situation,	 in	a  specific	context	and	
for	 a  specific	 persuasive	 purpose.	Therefore,	 the	 research	model	 used	 for	





2. Intertextuality and interdiscursivity in CDA 
Very	 important	 in	critical	analysis	 is	 the	correlation	between	text,	 its	pro-
duction	as	well	as	interpretation,	and	context.	In	CDA,	text	is	used	to	repre-







is broadcast, sermons are preached, and so on. 
Fairclough,	who	defined	text	as	a product	rather	than	a process	and	dis-






and	macro-level	 interpretation.	At	all	 these	 levels	of	analysis,	much	atten-
tion	is	paid	to	the	issues	of	intertextuality	and	interdiscursivity.



















derstood as the function of the appropriation of generic resources across the 
contextual	 and	 text-external	 boundaries	of	 different	 genres,	 practices	 and	
cultures	(Bhatia	2010:	35–36).	In	Bhatia’s	model,	intertextuality	tends	to	be	
conventionalized	and	standardized	whereas	 interdiscursivity	 is	often	char-
acterized	 by	more	 innovative	mixing,	 embedding	 and	 bending	 of	 generic	
norms.	Additionally,	 interdiscursivity	 is	a more	complicated	phenomenon,	
because	interdiscursive	appropriations	can	be	exploited	by	expert	members	
















material	 introduced	 through	 the	 use	 of	 paraphrase	 or	 by	 direct	 quoting.



























rather empirical and are tied more closely to real language use in that they 
are	mainly	collected	from	the	authentic	non-literary	discourse”,	 the	stand-
ard	paradigm	deserves	criticism	for	not	taking	enough	notice	of	cognitive	
factors	 involved	 in	 interdiscursivity.	Quoting	Widdowson	 (1998),	who	 ar-
gued that CDA should take account of discussions with the producers and 
 consumers	 of	 texts	 instead	 of	 just	 relying	 on	 “the	 analyst’s	 view	 of	what	
a text	might	mean	alone,”	Wu	disparages	the	critical	approach	in	its	original	
form	as	“unilateral”	and	“partial”	(Widdowson	1998).	As	an	alternative,	he	









suasion”	 or	 “telling-and-selling”	 (Wu	2011:	 108−109).	 Likewise	 in	 the	 pro-
cess of reception and comprehension, the interpreter usually chooses cer-
tain	kinds	or	parts	of	interdiscursive	texts,	such	as	specific	interdiscursive	




























discourse community, therefore both production and reception of interdis-
cursive	 texts	depend	 to	a  large	extent	on	specific	conceptual	and	cultural	
discursive	traditions.	“The	interdiscursive	texts	are	aspects	of	culture,	inter-
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Essentially,	 both	 intertextual	 and	 interdiscursive	elements	 can	be	delib-
erately	used	for	some	strategic	purposes	of	producers	of	an	individual	text.	





the	 framework	of	 socially	 recognized	purposes”	 (Bhatia	 2010:	 36).	By	 ana-
lyzing	intentional	usage	of	other	texts	and	genres	in	professional	communi-
cation,	the	researcher	demonstrates	that	both	text-internal	and	text-external	


















various	possible	 levels,	 including	the	choice	of	 linguistic	 forms	and	strate-
gies. During this process, the choices are not made mechanically or statically 
but	rather	dynamically	in	a negotiable	manner”	(Wu	2011:	113)	. 
3.  Interdiscursive exploitation of the red plague – 







a means	 of	 ‘keeping	 them	 alive’.	 Kövecses	 (2009:	 91)	 claims	 that	 the	 use	
of related metaphors may ensure the coherence of discourse that is basic-
ally	of	two	major	types:	intratextual	and	intertextual.	“This	means	that	the	
same	conceptual	metaphor	or	metaphorical	analogy	can	make	a single	dis-
course	 (intratextual)	 or	 a  number	 of	 different	 discourses	 (intertextual)	 co-
herent”	Kövecses	2009:	91).	“It	is	a common	practice	that	a particular	met-















which	 the	 researcher	analysed	Tony	Blair’s	 car without reverse gear meta-
phor	and	the	BBC	journalist’s	remark	when you’re on the edge of a cliff it is 










of applications and apart from its literal meaning, it may stand for trouble 
that	should	be	avoided	(Słownik języka polskiego PWN,	definition	2	(	https://
sjp.pwn.pl/szukaj/zaraza.html)).	 It	 can	 also	 be	 used	 as	 a	 swear	word	 or	 a	
label	 referring	 to	 a person	who	 is	 annoying,	 burdensome	and	 contagious	










as well as to communicate our comprehension of the ways in which certain 
ideas	influence	people,	their	views,	behavior	and	actions.
However,	though	the	source	domain	of	PLAGUE	is	mapped	onto	a wide	
variety	 of	 target	 domains,	 including	 people,	 entities	 and	 events,	 the	 red 
plague metaphor,	has	a relatively	constant	set	of	associations	and	connota-
tions	to	it.	It	was	initially	used	in	Polish	to	imply	the	Bolsheviks	and	their	















The	 cultural	 entrenchment	 of	 the	 red plague	metaphor	 should	 be	 first	
and	foremost	attributed	to	the	last	poem	by	Józef	Szczepański,	a 22-year-old	
Warsaw	insurgent.	Szczepański	wrote	the	poem	titled	Czerwona zaraza	(Eng.	




was responsible for its numerous historical misfortunes, including partitions 
in	the	eighteenth	century,	one	who	attacked	Poland	in	1920	and	later	in	1939	
with	the	aim	of	spreading	the	communist	revolution	in	Europe	and	one	that	
could	have	helped	in	1944,	but	chose	not	to.2 By describing the mood sur-






cerpt from the poem. 
We’re waiting for you, red plague 
To save us all from the black death: 
Waiting for a salvation 
To be welcomed with disgust 
By a country that’s already been hanged and quartered 3
Due	 to	 its  anti-Soviet	message,	 the	publication	of	 the	poem	and	 its	popu-
larization,	or	even	possession	was	forbidden	in	the	Polish	People’s	Repub-
lic.	However,	it	became	an	inspiration	for	artists.	Andrzej	Wajda,	an	Oscar-	
-winning	Polish	film	director	created	the	movie	Kanał partly based on the 
tragic	story	of	the	generation	poetically	depicted	by	Szczepański.	Polish	rock	
music bands used fragments of the poem in their albums, e.g., Myśmy Re-
belianci  	 (Eng.	We –	the rebels)	by	De Press	 (2009)	and	Powstanie Warszaw-
skie (Eng. Warsaw Uprising)	by	Lao Che	(2005).	In	his	2017	book	Czerwona 
zaraza (Eng.	The red plague),	Dariusz	Kaliński	gave	a detailed	picture	of	the	
















nation	 and	 its	 longstanding	Christian	 standards.	The	 peaks	 in	 	anti-LGBT	
3 The	first	stanza	of	Szczepański’s	poem	translated	by	Anna	Nolan,	used	as	a personal	
motto	in	Maria	Szubert’s	book	Between Black Death and Red Plague (2014).
4 Jędraszewski’s	 original	 words:	 “Czerwona	 zaraza	 już	 po	 naszej	 ziemi	 całe	 szczęście	
nie	chodzi,	co	wcale	nie	znaczy,	że	nie	ma	nowej,	która	chce	opanować	nasze	dusze,	serca	
i umysły.	Nie	marksistowska,	bolszewicka,	ale	zrodzona	z tego	samego	ducha”.	The	whole	text	
of	 Jędraszewski’s	 sermon	 is	 available	 at:	 www.radiomaryja.pl/multimedia/homilia-ks-abp-
marka-jedraszewskiego-wygloszona-w-kosciele-mariackim-z-okazji-75-	rocznicy-wybuchu-
powstania-warszawskiego.







as LGBT Charter	 (signed	 in	February	2019	by	the	Mayor	of	 	Warsaw	Rafał	
Trzaskowski)	as	involving	public	institutions	and	demanding	the	spending	
of public money on practices that, according to him, contribute to the de-
pravity	of	children	by	promoting	gender-based	sex	education.
In	order	 to	present	 the	LGBT	community	 in	a new	 light,	 Jędraszewski	
skilfully	 resuscitated	 a  recognisable	metaphorical	 construct.	The	 rainbow 
plague metaphor	is	a novel	and	creative	language	unit	based	on	the	far	more	
conventional	and	use-entrenched	phrase.	It	is	applied	with	the	purpose	of	
confronting	 a  contemporary	 society	 with	 the	 emerging	 social	 problems	



















The	body politic metaphor is based on the abstract connection between the 
conceptual	 domain	 of	BODY	 and	 the	 concepts	 of	NATION	and	 SOCIETY	
in	which	 the	BODY	domain	 interacts	with	 the	 socio-political	 functioning	
of	a certain	national	community.	Social	actors,	especially	politicians,	often	
use	and	greatly	appreciate	the	NATION	IS	A BODY	metaphor	as	its	struc-
ture	 offers	 many	 opportunities	 for	 linguistic	 realizations	 that	 can	 be	 rel-








Jędraszewski’s	 sermon	 is	 intertextually	 and	 interdiscursively	 linked	
with	Szczepański’s	poem	by	means	of	the	common	source	of	their	central	
meta	phors,	namely	PLAGUE.	Ontological	 correspondences	 are	 a  result	 of	
the	perceived	similarities	between	 immoral	and	dangerous	 ideologies	and	
contagious	 diseases:	 COMMUNISM	 IS	 A  PLAGUE	 and	 COMMUNISM	 IS	
A PLAGUE,	as	demonstrated	in	the	table	below.	
Table 1. Structural correspondences between COMMUNISM	IS	A PLAGUE and 
COMMUNISM	IS	A PLAGUE
 red plague rainbow plague
Source:	PLAGUE Target:	COMMUNISM Target:	LGBT 
Fighting	epidemic	→  defending national identity 
and	Christian	values	
defending national identity 
and	Christian	values
Bacteria	→  communists and/or acts 
promoting communism
LGBT	community	members	
and/or acts promoting 
LGBT	ideology
Becoming	immune	→  closing	off,	tightening	
social group and family 
boundaries 
closing	off,	tightening	





actions of the right-
wing	government	and	
conservative	clergy
Although the red plague came from the East and the rainbow plague 
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and	within	social	groups.	In	the	red plague	metaphor,	the	Soviets	together	
with	 their	 ideology	correspond	 to	 the	 infected	victims	who,	by	 spreading	





















liberate choice made by the orator who recognizes the intellectual capaci-
ties,	ideological	beliefs	and	inclinations	of	the	recipients	of	his	message.	He	
also appreciates the power of historical and cultural rooting of the meta-






















the	 primary	 metaphorical	 expression	 that	 a  speaker	 introduces	 partially	
or	 as	 a whole	 can	 be	 slightly	 but	 significantly	 changed.	 Re-contextualisa-
tion	of	a particular	metaphor	may	also	change	its	evaluative	connotations.	
However,	the	rainbow plague	did	not	change	the	evaluative	character	of	its	




acteristics, regarded as unchangeable in this particular case.
The	considerable	persuasive	 and	evaluative	potential	 of	 the	 red plague 
was	 used	 by	Archbishop	 Jędraszewski	most	 probably	 inconsistently	with	
or	even	against	the	creator’s	intentions.	Referring	to	Kövecses’	warning	re-




sult	 of	 discursive	 “appropriation,”	 or	 even	 “usurpation”	 of	 Szczepański’s	
original	expression.	In	this	particular	case,	the	late	poet’s	brother	publicly	
protested against the use of the words of the poem for current political pur-
poses.	The	conflicting	worldviews	led	to	the	opposing	interpretations	of	the	
metaphor	and	sharply	divergent	reception	of	Jędraszewski’s	sermon,	which	
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social actors with precise strategic aims, e.g., to construct and promote cer-
tain	 ideological	paradigms	by	 fabricating	worldviews	and	 reinforcing	 sub-











Bakhtin Mikhail M. (1986). Speech Genres and Other Late Essays. Austin: University 
of Texas Press.
Bhatia Vijay K. (2004). Worlds of Written Discourse. London: Continuum. 
Bhatia Vijay K. (2010). Interdiscursivity in professional communication. Discourse 
& Communication 21(1), 32–50.
Bhatia Vijay K. (2012). Critical reflections on genre analysis. Iberica 24, 17–28.
Bowdle Brian F., Gentner Dedre (2005). The career of metaphor. Psychological Review 
112(1), 193–216.
Charteris-Black Jonathan (2004). Corpus Approaches to Critical Metaphor Analysis. 
London: Palgrave Macmillan.
Charteris-Black Jonathan (2005). Politicians and Rhetoric: The Persuasive Power of 
Metaphor. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
Chilton Paul (2004). Analysing Political Discourse: Theory and Practice. London: Routledge.
Chilton Paul, Lakoff George (1995). Foreign policy by metaphor. In Language and 
Peace, Christina Schäffner, Anita L. Wenden (eds.), 37–60. Aldershot: Dartmouth. 
Chouliaraki Lilie, Fairclough Norman (1999). Discourse in Late Modernity: Rethinking 
Critical Discourse Analysis. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press.
Dijk Teun van (1998). Ideology: A Multidisciplinary Approach. London: Sage.
Dijk Teun van (2006). Ideology and discourse analysis. Journal of Political Ideologies 
11(2), 115‒140. 
Dijk Teun van (2011). Discourse and ideology. In Discourse Studies. A Multidisplinary 
Introduction, Teun van Dijk (ed.), 379–407. London: Sage. 
118 Katarzyna Pawłowska
Fairclough Norman (1989). Language and Power. London: Longman. 
Fairclough Norman (1992). Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge: Polity Press.
Fairclough Norman (2001). The dialectics of discourse. Textus 14 (2), 231–242.
Fairclough Norman (2003). Analysing Discourse: Textual Analysis for Social Research. 
London/New York: Routledge.
Fairclough Norman (2013). Critical Discourse Analysis: The Critical Study of Language, 
2nd edition. New York: Routledge.
Hart Christopher (2008). Critical discourse analysis and metaphor: Toward a theoret-
ical framework. Critical Discourse Studies 5(2), 91–106. 
Kantorowicz Ernst H. (1957/2007) Dwa ciała króla. Studium ze średniowiecznej te-
ologii politycznej. Jerzy Strzelczyk (ed.). Warszawa: PWN.
Koller Veronika (2008). Lesbian Discourses: Images of a Community. New York/
Abingdon: Routledge.
Kövecses Zoltán (2002). Metaphor: A Practical Introduction. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press.
Kövecses Zoltán (2005). Metaphor in Culture. Universality and Variation. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press.
Kövecses Zoltán (2009). Aspects of metaphor in discourse. Belgrade English Language 
and Literature Studies 1, 81–96.
Kövecses Zoltán (2014). Creating metaphor in context. International Journal of Language 
and Culture 1(1), 21–41. 
Lakoff George (1993). The Contemporary Theory of Metaphor. In Metaphor and 
Thought, Andrew Orthony (ed.), 202–251. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Lakoff George (2009). The Political Mind: A Cognitive Scientist’s Guide to Your Brain 
and Its Politics. New York: Penguin.
Lakoff George, Turner Mark (1989). More than Cool Reason: A Field Guide to Poetic 
Metaphor. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
Leeuwen Theo van (2015). Multimodality. In The Handbook of Discourse Analysis, 
2nd ed., Deborah Tannen, Heidi E. Hamilton, Deborah Schiffrin (eds.), 
447–461. London: Wiley Blackwell.
Maalej Zouheir (2007). Doing critical discourse analysis with the contemporary the-
ory of metaphor: Towards a discourse model of metaphor. In Cognitive Linguistics 
in Critical Discourse Studies: Application and Theory, Christopher Hart, Dominik 
Lukeš (eds.), 132–158. Newcastle upon Tyne: Cambridge Scholars Publishing.
Maalej Zouheir (2011). Ideological and non-ideological metaphors: A cognitive-prag-
matic perspective. In Metaphor and Cognition, Khalid Berrada, Ali Jehfa (eds.), 
97–122. Morocco: Laboratory Publications: Linguistics and Communication Labs.
Mio Jeffrey S. (1997). Metaphor and politics. Metaphor and Symbol 12(2), 113–133.
Musolff Andreas (2004). Metaphor and Political Discourse. Analogical Reasoning in 
Debates about Europe. London: Palgrave Macmillan.
Musolff Andreas (2010). Metaphor, Nation, and the Holocaust: The Concept of the Body 
Politic. New York: Routledge. 
Musolff Andreas (2014). Metaphorical parasites and “parasitic” metaphors. Semantic 
exchanges between political and scientific vocabularies. Journal of Language and 
Politics 13(2), 218–233. 
119Interdiscursive Revitalization of the Red Plague Metaphor in Archbishop...
Musolff Andreas (2016). Political Metaphor Analysis: Discourse and Scenarios. London: 
Bloomsbury Academic.
Musolff Andreas (2019). Metaphor framing in political discourse. Mythos-Magazine. 
Politisches Framing 1, 1–10.
Ng Carl J.W., Koller Veronika (2013) Deliberate conventional metaphor in images: 
The case of corporate branding discourse. Metaphor and Symbol 28(3), 131–147.
Perrez Julien, Reuchamps Min, Thibodeau Paul H. (eds.) (2019). Variation in Political 
Metaphor. Amsterdam: John Benjamins. 
Reisigl Martin, Wodak Ruth (2009). The discourse-historical approach (DHA). In 
Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis, 2nd edition, Ruth Wodak, Martin Meyer 
(eds.), 87–121. London: Sage.
Semino Elena (2008). Metaphor in Discourse. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Steen Gerard J. (2008). The paradox of metaphor: Why we need a three-dimensional 
model of metaphor. Metaphor and Symbol 23(4), 213–241.
Steen Gerard J., Boeynaems Amber, Burgers Christian, Konijn Elly A. (2017). Impact 
of conventional and novel metaphors in news on issue viewpoint. International 
Journal of Communication 11, 2861–2879.
Szczepański Józef (1944). Czerwona zaraza. Retrieved from: https://wolnelektury.pl
Teeffelen Toine van (1994). Racism and metaphor: The Palestinian–Israeli conflict in 
popular literature. Discourse and Society 5(3), 381–405.
Wang Wei (2016). Intertextual practices in academic writing by Chinese ESL students. 
Applied Linguistics Review 7(1), 53–72.
Widdowson Henry G. (1998). The theory and practice of critical discourse analysis. 
Applied Linguistics 19 (1), 136–151.
Wu Jianguo (2011). Understanding interdiscursivity: a pragmatic model. Journal of 
Cambridge Studies 6 (2–3), 95–115.
Zinken Jörg (2003). Ideological imagination: intertextual and correlational metaphors 
in political discourse. Discourse and Society 14(4), 507–523.
Zinken Jörg, Hellsten Iina, Nerlich Brigitte (2008). Discourse metaphors. In Body, 
Language and Mind. Volume 2: Sociocultural Situatedness, Roslyn M. Frank, René 





ul. Świerkowa 20B, 15-328 Białystok
k.pawlowska[at]uwb.edu.pl
